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Current Topics. 


The Old Inns of Chancery. 

A PROPOSAL HAS lately been mooted that lady bar-students, 
i: and when the dread day of their admission comes and 
in the present state of public opinion it seems one of the 
inevitable evils of life to which all must submit with what 
philosophy they can—should be acceded the honour of a. 
separate inn of court As a matter of fact, in the days of 
the Tudor monarchy, there were in addition to the four great 
inns of Court and to Serjeants’ Inn nine smaller inns known 
as the inns of chancery. Clifford’s Inn, Clement's, Furnivall, 
Tabard, Danes’, New Inn, and Staple Inn are the seven best 
known of these; the names of the other two we cannot recall 
off hand, and we doubt if many of our readers can do so 
These smal] inns were students’ hostels, at which law students 
resided who contemplated admission to any of the numerous 
distinct varieties of the legal profession then existing: bar- 
risters, serjeants, special pleading solicitors, attorneys, doctors, 
proctors, notaries and scriveners All of them have long 
since disappeared in their corporate capacity, and most. in their 


physical character as well 


An Inn for Ladies. 

WE BELIEVE we are right in saying that the only inns ot 
chancery which preserte any of their ancient precincts intact 
and incompletely restored are Clifford’s Inn and Staple Inn 
Danes’ Inn and New Inn are gone: the improvements which 
resulted in Aldwych sent them ahead of their fellows to the 
realms of paradise. Clement's Inn still exists, but merely as 
» terrace of modern flats with a* gateway at each end of the 
treet. in front it ha iffered a sea-change into some 
thing rich and strange Clifford’s Inn has been recon- 
tructed, but still looks like an inn, and has sets of chambers 
all around its central courts. Staple Inn is still archaic and 
quaint and unspoilt, with its picturesque hall and its quiet 
square with the cobbled pavement The others, we belive, 
and not even names, but entirely forgotten by 


are but names, 
rinting-houses and warehouses which 


those who dwell in the 
have replaced them It seems, then,.as if Staple Inn or 
Clifford’s Inn alone are euitable for conversion into a new 


imn of court 


A Fifth Inn of Court. 

Ir sucu a policy were decided on by the great ones who rule 
us in these days of reconstruction, several problems would at 
once emerge. Which of the two is to be selected for this 
purpose? How is the process of conversion to be legally 
undertaken? Who is to finance the scheme? As regards the 
first. point, we ourselves feel little doubt. Staple Inn is the 
more picturesque, and it has the advantage of possessing a 
hall: it is remote from the noisv Strand; it has a daintiness 
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and delightfulness 
gracious English gentlewomen. 
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which should make it an ideal inn for, into flats (section 27), a half-hearted attempt to overrule 
Our only doubts are whether | Day v. Waldron (ante, p. 497). 


And provision is made for 


it is not too good for the purpose of housing ladies whose | the regulation of tenement houses, inviting, in certain circum- 


termagent instincts make them wish to undertake the 


gladia-| stances, application to the county court (section 26), and for 


torial combats of the law courts; but, no doubt, here the Old | compelling repair (section 28); and there is an extension of 


Adam peeps out in us, 


destroy the feminine charm of Spanish ladies, nor did the 


blood-stained gladiatorial combats make Roman matrons less | | ret 
So the arena of the forum and the police-court | houses for the acquisition of which advances can be made 


womanly. 
may not altogether unsex the ladies who are eager to enter 
upon it. The second question is less easily answered. But 
we fancy that an Act of Parliament for the expropriation and 
compensation of the present owners and the dedication in per- 


petuity of the proposed inn to its suggested uses would be | 


quite indispensable. Lastly, there is the ever-present question 
of the funds required to affect the purchase and endow the 
inn. It is not thinkable that public money should be devoted 
to such a purpose in these days of necessary economy. But 
why not use for this purpose the large sums collected before 
the war by the various societies for the promotion of female 
franchise? The activities of these bodies were in abeyance 
during the war. Its renewal has become unnecessary. It 
would seem that the funds thus accumulated must be awaiting 
disposal, like a charitable trust whose objects have ceased to 
exist. The cy-prés doctrine should be applied in such a case. 
How could it be more appropriately applied than by purchas- 
ing and endowing a fifth inn of court? 


A Soliciter’s Inn. 

SupposinG our suggestion to bear fruit, another of equal 
interest. suggests itself. Why should not solicitors have an 
inn of court, just like barristers The Law Society in Bell- 
yard is a spacious and most admirably appointed club with 
an excellent library and convenient accommodation for a school 
of law; but it is not an inn of court It has no sets of cham- 
bers in which students can reside, no chapel, nothing that 
corresponds to a hall. One cannot help thinking that the 
acquisition and foundation of an inn of court for the training 
of their articled pupils during the year spent in London would 
be a forward move on the part of the Law Society. Suppos- 
ing Staple Inn to be commandeered for the ladies, there yet 
remains Clifford’s Inn and perhaps New Serjeants’ Inn, which 
might be adapted to this purpose. A hall, a library, a lecture- 
room could be erected. The restaurant in the inn at present 
into a There is a church 
near ab hand, which by some ecclesiastical re-arrancement 
might become extra-parochial 
its churches 


could be converted common-room 
the city does not require all 
and become the new inn’s chapel. We commend 
this suggestion to the serious consideration of those among our 
readers who care for these things 


The New Housing Act. 

Tue Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, which we 
are now printing in our Statutes pages, consists of three parts 
Part I Housing of the Working Classes: Part II.. Town 
Planning ; and Part TIIT.. Acquisition of Small Dwellings. We 
hope at an early date to consider the Act in some detail. for 
it is by no means easy to understand. In the House of Lords 
on the motion for the second reading of the Bill. the Lord 
Chancellor in effect promised that a consolidating Act would 
follow. But meanwhile the Legislature has adopted the in 


convenient and dangerous plan of piling the new provision on 


The main 
Under Part I 
housing schemes are to be prepared and carried into effect. 


top of an already complicated mass of legislation. 
features of these provisions are familiar. 


So far it appears to be easier to make schemes than to start 
actual building And there are elaborate provisions for 
throwing part of the resulting loss on the State and also 
for making loans to public utility societies and private persons 
though what is the use of this if the borrowers are to bear 
the inevitable loss is not apparent. Moreover, building is to 
be facilitated by the relaxing of bye-laws (sections 24, 25), and 
immediate relief is to be obtained by the conversion of houses 


After all the bull-fight does not} the statutory powers of tenants for life (section 31). 


Under 
| Part II. town planning schemes are facilitated, and their 
reparation is required, and under Part III. the value of 


under the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899, is increased 
from £400 to £800 


| The ** Working Classes." 

Ir 1s a singular comment on the uncertainty of legislation 
| that the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, although 
| making numerous references to the ‘‘ working classes,’’ con- 
tains no definition of this term. The omission was no doubt 
| designed, and the matter was left uncertain owing to the difii- 
| culty of finding a satisfactory definition. The term has, of 
| course, been frequently used in statutes already, and has also, 
for certain special purposes, been defined, but there does not 
appear to be any definition of general application. For the 
of the Settled Land Acts, ‘‘ Working classes ’’ 
‘all classes of persons who earn their livelihood by 
wages or salaries ’’ (Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 18), a defini- 
tion which includes a judge, but no person in a profession or 
For the purpose of the statu- 
tory warrantry of fitness, a rental value is fixed—in London 
£40 (Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, s. 14). For 
the purpose of the Schedule to the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1903, the test is working for wages or on one’s 
own account, with an income limit of 30s, a week. The 
present Act, while it offers no independent definition of work- 
ing classes, provides by section 40 that ‘‘ houses for the work 
has the same meaning as ‘‘ lodging-houses for the 
in the Act of 1890,’’ 7.¢., ‘‘ separate houses or 
whether containing one or 
working 
Council 


purposes 
includes 


business on his own account. 


ing classes ’ ha 


working classe: 
cottage for the working classes, 


does not help 
Maryle hone 


tenements,’’ which as to 

classes In White v. St. Borough 
(1915, 3 K. B. 249) it was held, under section 43 of the Act 
1909, that a chauffeur was a member of the working classes, 
using the term in the ordinary and popular sense. But how far 
this ordinary and popular sense go? Does it include, 
instance, the Prime Minister and the Lord Chancellor, 
m are supposed to have more work than any one 


Se VE ral 


Ol 


dot 3 
for 

both of wh 
man can properly undertake? 

Serwice Out of the Jurisdiction. 

A PRACTICE point of some importance with regard to service 
out of the jurisdiction was decided in Re Campbell (reported 
p. 750). Order 11, which deals with the subject, has, 
it we may say so, had a somewhat chequered career, giving 
rise to many doubts and difficulties and consequential decisions. 
There is no inherent power in the courts to order such service, 
and the jurisdiction must therefore be found in order 11. 
That order was in terms originally limited to a writ of 

ummons or notice of a writ of summons, but at an early 
stage the question arose whether a summons not being a writ 
and in some cases this was 


ante, 





of summons could be so served, 
| allowed ; for instance, in the case of an interpleader summons 
But this practice was discontinued after the decision of the 
; Court of Appeal in Re Busfield (32 Ch. D. 123), in which it 
| was held that leave could not be obtained to serve an originat- 
| ing summons out of the jurisdiction, and so matters remained 
That order 


order 


until 1909, when rule 8a was added to the order. 
" any summons, 


empowered the court to direct service of 
| on any party or person in a “‘ foreign country.”’ 
The rule, though simple enough at first sight, gave rise to con 
siderable difficulty when it came to be applied, and in Ke 


or notice ’’ 


Aktieholaget, Robertfors, &e. (1910, 2 K. B. 732), Lord 
ALVERSTONE, who was himself a member of the Rule Com 
mittee, made this significant observation: ‘‘ It is possible that 
the committee have so framed the rule that it goes farther 


than they intended,’’ But whatever may have been the inten- 
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tion of the committee, the rule has been generally assumed to 
apply to originating summonses, and orders for service out 
of the jurisdiction have been consequently made. In Re 
Campbell it was evidently taken for granted that the rule 
applies to originating summonses, the only question then 
raised being w shether such a summons can be served in Scot- 
land. The rule in terms applies only to service in a “‘ foreign 
country,’’ and it was argued that “‘ foreign country ’’ means 
any country in which a different system of law prevails. 
Eve, J., however, did not take that view. He thought that 
‘*‘ foreign country ”’ 
that there was no jurisdiction to serve the summons in Scot 
land or in any other part of the British dominions. The 
result seems to be to place originating summonses on the same 
footing as writs, and to give power to serve them out of the 
jurisdiction in the same way that writs are served. 


The Statute of Monopolies. 


As the question of monopolies is of great importance at the 
present moment, a brief summary of the provisions of the 
famous Statute of Monopolies, 1624 (21 Jac. I., ¢. 3), may 
be of use to some readers of the Soxticirors’ JourNAL. Its 
main provisions are worthy of careful study, especially to-day, 
when rings and combinations, trade unions and embargoes, 
are around us on every side. It may be fairly said that the 
common law regarded a monopoly as in essence a conspiracy 
in restraint of trade, and set out to penalize it as such. By 
the common law of England it was established at an early 
date that Englishmen were entitled freely to buy and sell as 
occasion offered, and that definite and cufficient grounds 
must be shewn for any restrictions on their rights. This 
principle is clearly affirmed in a Statute of 1497 (12 Henry 
VII., c. 6), 

Indeed, by the common law laid down in Magna Charta 
itself, and interpreted by Coke (2 Inst. 47), it was clearly 
settled that all British subjects have equal rights of trading 
within the dominions and dependencies of the Crown, and in 
1602, twenty-two years before the Statute of Monopolies was 
passed, it was decided in the leading case of Darcy vy. Allein 
(11 Co. Rep. 846) that a grant for the exclusive making or 
importing of playing cards was a monopoly and therefore void. 

It was on this principle that Parliament took its.stand when 
the scandal of monopolies first became the object of attack. 
In 1597 the Commons petitioned Elizabeth against the abuse. 
The subject was again brought up in 1601. The Queen saw 
that it was time to make a concession, and sent down a 
message by Sir R. Cecix that ‘‘ all grants should be revoked 
that were found injurious by fair trial at law.’’ But on the 
accession of James I. the mischief again increased. <A con- 
temporary says that “‘ whereas at the King’s coming in there 
were complaints of some eight or nine monopolies then in 
being, they are now said to be multiplied by so many scores 
One of the most glaring cases was that of Sir Gines Mom- 
PESSON and Sir Francis Mitcuett, who jointly obtained a 
patent for gold and silver thread. In 1621 a committee of 
the House of Commons was appointed to investigate the whole 
question of monopolies. As a result, Momprsson and 
MITCHELL were impeached, and accused of fraud for having 
sold thread of base metal under their monopoly, and also for 
having obtained another patent for licensing inns and ale- 
houses, and for having used extreme violence and oppression 
in the exercise of it. The trial of Momprsson and MITCHELL 
was followed by a proclamation in the same year revoking 
many of the grants, and a little later on by the Act of 1624 
which abolished monopolies except in the case of those which 
were clearly to the public advantage and which were 
specifically excepted from the Statute. 

In 1624 the Statute of Monopolies was passed, not to alter 
the law, which was already established by immemorial usage, 
but to emphasize it. The Preamble of the Statute makes this 





was used in its primary sense, and held | 





perfectly clear. After reciting the Proclamation against 
Monopolies issued by James I. in 1610, it goes on : — 


Yet, nevertheless, upon misinformations and untrue pretences of 
public good many such grants have been unduly obtained and unlaw 
luily put into execution, to the great grievance and inconvenience of 
Your Majesty's subjects, contrary to the Laws of this your Realm, 
ind contrary to your Majesty's most Royal and Blessed intention 
80 published as aforesaid, 
lause 1 enacts: 

All monopolies and al! commissions, grants, licences, charters, and 

etters patent heretofore made or granted or hereafter to be made or 
granted to any person or persons, bodies politic or corporate what 
soever, of or for the sole Buying, Selling, Making, Working, or 
Using of anything within this Realm or the Dominion of Wales, or 
of any other Monopolies, or of power, liberty, or faculty to dispense 
with any others or to give licence or toleration to do, use, or exercise 
anything against the tenor or purport of any Law or Statute 
are altogether contrary to the laws of this Realm and are and shall 
be utterly void and of none effect. 

‘lause 2 further declares and enacts: 
All monopolies and all such commissions, grants, licences, charters, 
pro lamations, inhibitions, Te straints, warrants of 
assistance and al] other nstituting, erecting, 
strengthening, furthering, or countenancing of the same and the force 
and validity of them and of every one of them ought to be and shall 
eard, tried, and determined by and according 
this Realm and not otherwise 


etters patent 


mings te iding to the 


be for ever examined 
to the Common Law of 

‘lause 3 declares 

All Person or Persons, Bodies Politic and Corporate whatsoever, 
which are now or hereafter sha be, shall stand and be disabled 
and uncapable to have use, exercise, or put in use any monopoly or 
any such commission, grant, licence, &c., or any liberty, power, or 
faculty grounded or pretended to be grounded upon them or any 
ol them, 

Clause 4 provides that if any person or persons shall be 
hindered, grieved, disturbed, or disquieted, or his or their 
goods or chattels in any way seized, attached, destrained, 
taken, carried away, or detained, by occasion or pretext of 
any monopoly, or of any such commission, grant, licence, 
&c.,”’ they are to have their remedy at common law and to 
be able to recover three times the damages they have sustained 
and double costs. 

The statute, however, did not hit all monopolies, Certain 
were regarded as justifiable and outside its mischief. They 
were for the public benefit and not in restraint of trade. 
These exceptions are set out specifically in the Statute, and 
are the following 

(1) Patents for new inventions. 

(2) Charters granted to corporations. 

(3) The monopoly of saltpetre and gunpowder 

(4) The casting of ordnance 

(5) The opening of alum mines. 

There are also other exceptions in favour of named cor- 
porations or individuals. 

It has always been a matter of grave doubt whether the 
common law prohibition of monopolies rests on any well- 
recognized principle of law, or merely on ancient custom, It 
is not impossible to construct a plausible historical argument 
in favour of the Prerogative right to grant monopolies, just as 
ship-money can be defended on historical grounds, or the 
recent decision of the House of Lords in Ker v. Halliday 
(1917, A. C. 260) may be plausibly contended, with ingenious 
academic arguments, to follow from the loose wording of the 
Defence of the Realm Act jut. no student of our con- 
stitutional law or history really believes in these plausibilifies. 
It is recognized that in all these cases the stress of temporary 
prejudices led to erroneous views on the part of perfectly 
honest lawyers and judges. So it is with monopolies, 

The case for the legality of monopolies is briefly this. At 
common law the King was supreme and paramount land- 
owner. He retained every right over the land not granted 
out to his vassal holders by express words or necessary implica- 
tion or by custom. He retained all franchises, for example. 
He retained, too, the right of ‘‘ market,’’ an incorporeal 
hereditament which gave him or his grantees the sole right to 
hold markets in any manor. It may be contended that the 
right to sell goods outside the manor where they were pro- 
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duced was also a franchise, and part of the paramount title 
On the Continent they were exercised by charging octro: on 
goods brought to market from outside a seigneury, and by 
charging customs on good passing into any province There 
are evidence that the right ol remova ind sale were part ol 
a feudal superior’s right But this subtlety cannot prevail 


against the time-honoured spirit of the common law 


The Expansion of Criminal 
Jurisprudence. 


Ir 1 | fundamental principles of criminal jurispru 
dence that every je ipposed to know the law lle 
Inust Know wi! re l , what forms of conduct are 
prohibited unde! penaitie neminem excusat 
Ile must ow all tl 

child, an immigrant from i t he 


literate man, a 
vorid where totally 
different systems of pub . 10 Va Ile must knov 
not only crimes which are ma/: o that the conscience 
of every decent man should him they are injuriou to the 
State: he must also know a offences which are mere! 
quia prok hita, uch as the ocal DVe 
may enter as a temporary inne \ tor or the innumerable 
and intricate orders issued under D.O.R.A 

One would imagine that in such a case the law would aim 
at simplicity One would ex criminal jurisprudence 
which every man must know and y at his peril, to consist 
ol a tew precept 
ible forget As a matter of fact it is the reverse of this 


and plain rules easy to learn and impoe 


Our criminal law gigantic in extent The number of 


1 1 


1 
offences are legion The statute n which they are emborlied t 


are a chaos The principle which govern penal liability are 
perhaps the most archaic and technical in the whole ol our 
common law Anyone who studies our old friend Harris, that 
standby of three generations of law students, as a guide to 
the criminal law, especially in the latest edition will tu 
indorse this view . 
The fact is that the Legislature ipart altogether from 
recent war-time emergency legislation, has produced and 
ever producing an astonishing mass of new penal legislation 
at an accelerated pace MALTHUS, the ce lebrated author of th 
Principles of Population,’’ held that human food increase 
in an arithmetical progression, but population in a geome 


trical progression. We are inclined to think that a similar 


relation may be observed between actual crimes and the‘ 


creation of new crime In each generation crime increas 
only at the same rate as the population or, rather, it in 
| The world is grow 
But penal statutes 


creases much less quickly than they do 


ing civilized and refraining from evil act 


grow more rapidly than the population It looks ae if our 
Legislature were determined to leave the community no chance 
of being ‘‘ good So soon as existing offences vanish, new 
prohibitions are created to tempt and try our moral strength 
and our sense of social discipline. The criminal code is evet 
expanding. 

The worst of it 1 that it s not a oe It 1 ion t 
amorphous collection of haphazard enactments Indeed miaby 
of our summary jurisdiction offences appear only in casual 
sections of lengthy statutes devoted to non-criminal subject 
matter—e.y., the Merchant Shipping, Building, Highway, or 
Public Health Acts It is not possible to collect together an 
} 


croup of enactments and call them the criminal code Any 


group, however collected, would either contain a vast mass | 
of non-penal subject-matter, or would omit a considerable | 


part of the criminal law. One cannot help feeling that it 

would be a good thing if Parliament would pass a self-deny 

ing ordinance, and refrain from inserting any penal sections 

or stipulations whatever in ordinary civil statutes Penal 
should appear only in penal enactments 


of the Criminal Law \ mo Harvis, author 
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retained would arise: and, if so, for what offences. 


' might be considered by the committee. 
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In these days of reconstruction one cannot help feeling that 
in attempt ought really to be made to reduce into manageable 
form our unwieldy criminal law. Part of it is common law, 
but fully ninety-nine hundredths is the creature of statute. 
Certain stages, we think, might usefully be pursued in the 
effort after simplification. 

In the first place, a strong committee should be formed to 
compile two digests, one a complete summary of all the non- 
tatutory rules of criminal jurisprudence, and the second a 
digest of all the statutory enactments. The committee would 
need to be strong and learned. It should contain the best 
ivailable criminal judge, the Treasury counsel at the Centra! 
Criminal Court and the leading writers of treatises in this 
branch of law Its task would not be an easy one, and no 
one could expect its report in Mr. Justice Sankey’s record 


‘ time with that of the Coa] Commission. 


The second task would be to revise both summaries, and 
omit all that is either obsolete or manifestly anomalous and 
unjust, and opposed to modern enlightened views of criminal! 
administration Such questions would inevitably arise as to 
how far sex distinctions ought to be maintained as regards 
ffences and punishments in a community where women possess 
equa! civil and political privileges with men, in addition to 































, the privilege of freedom from the greatest of public burdens 


Again, the question whether flogging should be 
Probably 
no one would contend nowadays that the general power for 
logging all male incorrigible rogues contained in the Vagrancy 


cal - 


conscription 


4 


Acts, and applying to such offences as sleeping out in the 
pen three times, should etill be retained. In the same way 
ome modification of the rules surrounding the capital penalty 
At any rate, an effort 
would be made to get rid of the more obvious archaisms and 
anomalies, and perhaps some slight concessions might be made 
to that form of rude popular conscience, refusing to regard 
as murder certain offences committed under exceptional provo 
cation, which to-day has become known by the misleading 
and mischievous title of the ‘‘ unwritten law.’’ That, how- 
ever, is a parlous question, on which grave differences of 
opinion is certain to prevail among the members of any socia! 


} group 


The third task of the committee would be to take the 
revised digests of common law and statute law, blend them 
nto one whole, rearrange and simplify and get rid of repeta- 
tion, and finally collect into one complete book. This done, 
the draftsman could turn it into one comprehensive statute, 
like the Indian Penal Code or the French Criminal Code 
There seems no reason why this could not be done, although it 
is perhaps vain to hope that the Legislature would enact its 
code and then refrain from continuing to introduce new penal 
legislation whenever public opinion or the caprice of influen- 
tial legislators chose to demand it. But, even without such 
finality, something would be gained by codification. Every 
educated man could hope to know what is the criminal law. 
Anomalies would have been largely got rid of. Common sense 
would have been let in by the inevitable discussion in Parlia 
ment and the Press. The mere process of attempting to fram: 
simple definitions of every crime would compel a more exact 
attention to the real gist of the criminality in the abhorre: 


> 


| and prohibited conduct. It is not unlikely that much ancient 


prejudice would be swept away in the process, and a greater 
sense of proportion between the respective degrees of crimin 
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ality in the case of different crimes would gradually emerge 
into being. 

Something has already been done. 
law—e.g., forgery, larceny, perjury—have already been codi 
fied into consolidating statutes. The Indictments Act of 1917 
and the Criminal Administration Act of 1914 have done much 
to simplify and improve procedure. Hercules has perhap 
accomplished one smal] stage in the first of his labours. But 
the Augean stables are yet far from being really cleansed 


Branches of the criminal! 


Correspondence 


The Meaning of “ Law-Lord.”’ 
Journal Weekly Reporter 


n calling Lord Wrenburm 
who lord, but surely 


and 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ 


Sir,—Are you quite justified 
lord”? He is certainly 
jord” generally means ‘‘ Lord of Appeal in Ordinary.” 

Lord Wrenbury who entitled to sit for 
business without receiving any remuneration for doing sd 

Sept. 15 SADDLER 

[Our correspondent’s use of the term is no doubt more exact than 
ours. A ‘“‘ law-lord” usually means Lord of Appeal 
Ordinary,” but is often used to include also the Lord Chancellor, 
ex-Chancellors, and other peers holding high judicial office who 
sit in the House of Lords or the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council —Ep. S.J.) 


a haw 


a lawyer Sa law 


is a peer is , jucheial 


a inl 


on 





New Orders, &c. 


Ministry of Transport. 


Notice is hereby given, in pursuance of the provisions in that 
contained in the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919, that it is proposed 
to submft to His Majesty in Council an Order under the title of Th 
Ministry of Transport (Ministry of Health Exception of Powers) Order, 
1919,’ whereby the 23rd day of September, 1919, will fixed as t 
date from which the powers and duties of the Ministry of Healt) 
relation to the matters specified in the said Act | by virtue of the 
said Act be transferred to the Minister of Transpo vith 
tions as may be specified in the said Order 

And notice is hereby further «i that 
may be obtained on application in writing 
Ministry of Transport, Whitehal! 

Dated this 8th day of September 

12th September. 





behalf 


be re 
n 
e 
eucn 
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draft Orde 


Secretary 


en op 


iddresse¢ 


SW 


the 
London, 
1y¥19 


Ministry of tood Orders. 


THE AND 
1919 
upol 
othe powers enab ing 


LMPORTHD BACON, HAM 
ORDER 


conferred 


LARD (REQUISITION 


Defence 
that x 


In exercise of the powers him the the 
Realm Regulations and of all 
the Food Controller hereby orders as f 
i. (a) The iF Contro 
having power to dispose of 1 ham 
targed from ship in Great Britain after the 9t 
the same at the disposa of the Food Conti 
him or to his order 
b) The arbitrator to determine in 
ton ‘to be paid for 
dlause shal 
discharged from smp in 
Great Britais t 
from ship in by 
2. (a) Ex: t 
ah] not on or alter ie 
won behalf of any 
(1) buy, se 


(ii) offer 


i 
im in tail 
Owe : 

hereby very 
rd 


August 


1 de 


wal eT requires e person Wing 


may be 
1D19, tw 
r ¢t 
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dis 


Pp A 


bacon, or ia wii 


ler ive same to 


fault o t 
ard 


enent oInpeiis 


any bacor req lisitioned under this 
mcon i whi 
Wa Dy) the Lor ( 
im or lard which may be 
President of the Court of 
the Food C 


1919, either on 


to ' may 


id 


be appointed 
Eng 
baceo 


uhe 


ged 


ar es i hancel.o 


lischar 


and 
Scotland 


aes 


bV 
Lard 
i hort 

\u 
ot person 
or deal in; 
nvite » offer 


! Session 


cept under le \ mtro! | pers 


th i rust wu behal 
hey 
or 
ol 


al 


Ill) euler imo negotiations tor of or deali 


purchase 
in 

tay bacon, ham or lard for the time the United Kingdon 
vhether or not the sale, purchase or dealing is o1 to be effected 
Me United Kingdom 

6) Nothing in this clause sha’! affect the shipment to 
Kingdom of bacon, ham or lard purchased before the 9h August 
fr shipment to the United Kingdom A 
Every person concerned shal] furnish to the S& 
Palace Chambers, Westminster, 8.W. 1 

(a) on or before 13th August, 1919. a retnu 
kinds and quailty of m and lard 
board to Great Britain to him or is order, b ot discharg 
from ship in Great Britain bef: 10th August, 1919; 


being 
is "nn 
United 

1919 


the 


tars 
retary 


Ministry of 


Pow rd 


mou 


a hace ha 
te 


tl 


ed 


: ipped from 
> Tis it 
i¢ 


re 


THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 

FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 

due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK, 
TRANSIT RISKS. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. 
DAVID M 


5, 


LINLEY, Manaver. 
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Infringements 
the Realm Regula 
Crile, nav } t 
Order 
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1919 


\LERS) ORDER 
Retail Dealer 
him by the 
behalf, the 
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Di 
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in Mill 
Order and 
Controller 

observed 
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above 
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Returns « 


the IF 
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Control 
time to 
A Returr 


iV I I ut lorm 

time prescribe 

f all milk sold by 

midnight on Saturday, Oth August 

b) A Return milk sold by aim during the 

Inight Saturday, 27th September 
Until further notice a return of 

eeding week 


any 


) < him during the week ending 


it 
and 


all mu m during 


direction ontained 


vith 


t ‘Vs ifter the at 
by the retailer to 
h he 
Order dated 
ebv revoked 


ontravention 


itive 
the 


exp "W 


Food 
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wh is registered 

24th January 1919 
without prejudice to 
thereof 


RESTRICTION) ORDER 
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under the authority of 
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PHI 
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pe I to be appointed for the by or 
under the authority tood Controller; or 

1 vheat which has been damaged to be unfit 
the manufacture of flour for human food and wh 
fied h in ordance with the provisions 
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\ person shall not use any wheaten flour, rice or rice flour except 
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in the manufacture of articles suitable for human food, or use any 
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article contaiming any heaten flour, rice or rice flour except as human 





















3. A person s t damage or permit to be damayed or treat or 
permit e treated, any wheat. wheaten flour. rice or mce flour or ar 
article nta ny heat vheaten flour, rice r rice flour so as to render LIMITED, 
the sa fit for the purposes of seed or the manufacture of flour 63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
r art human tf ad t r permit to be vasted 





































1 Al pe suthorised by the Food Controller may take sample THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
I ! eat eaten flour. rice or rice flour or other article which he SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 


nas rea it ! ect De ised, damaged r treated ntended 


to be used wed or treated in wnitravention of is Orde 








OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PKACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 



















der as 
Correspondence and ceteanar invited in strict confidence. 


Telep ve : 2422 Hvulborn ‘legrams : “ Alacrious, Londo,’ 


ATHERTONS 


MITED, 
63 & 64, heseum Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
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omp.etio 1 thereof ernte r offer to enter into a fictitious « artificial 











































10 1) The maximum prices applicable under this Order for imported | t L £ : Be . 
ings of such wheat, to which clause 7 applies | ¢ Food 4 ontroller under the Wheat. Rye and Rice (Restriction) Orde ‘, 
» ate Melted es 7, and in force immediately before the coming into / o 
» basis of the following terms and conditions being appli } 1917 und i or imm diat« v bef the coming int« eS 
, ! this Order sha!l be deemed to have been granted under this “rder. 





; 








wheat or 
ire fixed on the : 
le to the transaction :— 












I to heat or tailings or screen f wheat for a manufa | 
turing business carried on by him; or of 
the se Of wheat whic litable for seed, a person | Sales by importers to be ex quay, store or granary and grain rn 
buyit wheat specifically for the purpose of seed; pped in bags to be so'd gross weight, including bags, no charge - 
1 a person not being a person to whom heat or tail r screening wing made for b gs Other terms of sale (except as hereinafter "5 
of it may lawfully be sold under the foregoing provisions of this | specifica provided) to be in accordance with the usual custom of 
clause ill not buy or offer to buy wheat or tailings I reenu the trade \ t i t t and her ch: ~ incurred after 
vheat according e by ‘tthe import to be for a unt of the ultamate buyer 
f \ person shall not sell or offer to sell any wheat, barley o1 { ii) On sales by porters, payments to be net cash against Bill 
whether imported or home grown and whether mechanically treated or of Lading Warrant or approved De ‘ivery Order. On all other sales; 
not, otherwise than by weight payment to be net cash within seven days of completion of delivery, T 
and moneys the paid ereafter to carry interest not exceeding the 
Part Il Maximum Price ror Damacep WuHeat the rate of & per cent. p ma. or Bask Bete. whichever chal Ord 
7. Subject as hereinafter provided, no wheat which has bee 80 be the higher 2% 
damaged as to be unfit for use in the manufacture of flour for huma 4) Where the grai sold on terms and conditions other than the 
food and no tailings or screenings of wheat which are unfit for u s and conditions s d the foregoing part of this clause, a corre 
the manufacture of flour for human food, may be sold by or on behalf | sponding adjustment s e made in the maximum price. 
if the producer in the case of wheat harvested in the United Kingdom ll. The amount added to the maximum price in respect of charges 
or by or on behalf of the importer in the case of imported wheat, at | permitted under clause 9 and clause 10 of this Order shall be acc urately . 
a price exceeding a price at tne rate of 72s. per quarter of 504 lbs shewn as separate it the invoice relating to the sale and shall U 
8. On the occasion of the purchase of any wheat or tailings or scree it i ny case exceed reas b’e expenses actually paid or incurred to T 
ngs of wheat to which clause 7 applies from any person other thar 12 W e the maximum price at which grain may be sold by any pack 
the producer or importer of the grain sold, the maximum price shall | person depends upon the amount of any sums paid or charged for 23 
be ascertained by adding 1 per quarler to the price otherwise appli« transport or storage or any ther natter by any former seller. such 
able according to the foregoing provisions of this Order, provided that | , De titled to reiy uf inv written statement as to the 
where the total quantity purchased by one buyer from one seller dos i h ma Ave given to him by the person 
not in any period of seven consecutive days luding the da f | hought t grain in ion unless he has reason to 
exceed 745 quarters, the maximum price in respect if each quarter nect ¢ trut f auch statement Ni 
purcha ed shall be ascerta ned by addi er quartet { _ the ! t ] ) i Re fo «a's any wheat to which clause 7 app ies mani 
otherwise applicable according to the tor provisions of tl Order $ en meé ically treates wr tailings or screenings of wheat grade 
und where such total quantity does not in that period amount to half | to x se 7 applies which have been mechanically treated by speci 
s quarter the maximum price in respect of such sales hall | t t ! r, ng, gristimg, crushing, bruising, kibbling, splitting with 
tained by idding 9s. per quarter t the pr otherwise i} abl ‘ t lred | cess or kalr dried or dried by weiy!} 
wccording to the foregoing provisions of this Order, and where su othe me 1) method, the maximum price shall be ascertained ‘vin, a 
total quantity does not that period exceed 28 \bs., the maximum | lding to ' therwise applicable accords to the foregoing ee 
price in respect of su sales sha’l be the actual cost to the se'ler with | p fit Order the cost of such treatment not exceeding a 03, 
the addition of a sum at the ite of 4d. pe b isu i reasonab'le urge 
9 (a) The maximum price under this Order for wheat harvestes t 14. Ay ns t sé r buy <« ffer to se'l or buy any wheat 
United Kingdon r t ngs or screenings of such wheat ‘ < 3 er zs of wheat to which clause 7 applies at a price THE 
clause 7 app! e fixed on the basis of the following terms Wl | ¢ d the maximum price applicable under this Order, or in cor 
conditions being appli e to the transact ect with the sa wr disposition r proposed sale or disposition 
tif transaction In « 


Realm 


exceed t ! > per cent. pe im or Bank Rat A \ person d g in o to which clause 7 applies shall the Fy 
eve be the higher eet irate re i ont ng such 1 wticulars as are necessary to 1. F 
I to be delivered v the producer frees ra ’ w whether or t e 18 ¢ mplying with the provisi yns of this Order is here 
barg store in accordance with the usua iston an f s they relate to him or to his trade, and shall make such tioned 
the district | returns as sha'l from time to time be required by or under the autho- third « 
An tre t, haulage, porterage and cartage incurred aft rity of the Food Controller \!l such records and documents shall followi 
delivery dance with sub-clause (ii) of this clause, to be fo ull times be oper é pection of any person authorized by the 
. 7 . es gr 
| ind including the time of delivery to | Part III 
. ba n r store by the producer, to be for the producer's : ; : q ad 2. TI 
count nd a *harges for sack subsequent thereto to be f 6. For the purpose of this Urder the expressior wheaten Jiour by the 
the bu int ; ude any flour of which flour obtained from wi heat forms part. ‘ 
e buyer ceo . 
| —o “6 anay -"* ehall + ' ioh i & 
h) Where the 2 sold on terme and conditions other t t} The express juartet ll mean a weight of & lbs. ora 
term nd nditior tated in the foregoing part of this clause " The expression ‘‘ unfit for use in the manufacture of flour for human .T 
ae S ane , ' ee Sa °° . : : wee = Vibe ) h 
corresponding adjustment shall be made in the maximum price | food’? shall mean grain which is s y damaged or so inferior in qua ity hereby 
In particula ; | that any flour or m whi could be milled therefrom would be unfit p A 
rtic } apes luse 
Where gra delivered by the producer to a distance greater or use it uma food ; the 
than the distance corresponding with the usual custom of the d The expressior mporter sha mea the person ighting . 
trict sum at the rate of 1s. per ton per mile for the extz shipper s draft, but this sl not be mnstrued so as to limit the get eral trol 
7 } . . or erpretation of that expression res] 
distar sha ” added to the maximum price 1 n ei 7 
Where the gra s delivered by the produc er at his premises 17. The Wheat, Rye and Rice (Restriction) Order, 1917, the Dredge _ 
iW t the rat f Gd per ton per mile for the distance orre Corn Order. 1917. the Damage d Grain. Seeds and Pulse Prices) Order suc] 
i i t ‘ or ve ‘ corre : - 
ponding with the usual cuatom of the district shall be deducted | 1917 d the G Prices} Order, 1918, are hereby revoked, but dur 
1 > mari im price without pre to any or ceedis n respect of any contravention Con 
trom tlre na nur 4 : ‘ " a 
reof, provided that ces cranted by or under the authority of toa 


4. Cop 
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18. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 

19. (i) This Order may be cited as the Cereals Restriction) Order 
1919. 

(ii) This Order shall come int 

14th August. 


» force on the 14th August, 1919. 


THE DESICCATED COCOANUT (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER 
1918. 
Notice of Revocation. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of t! 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers et abling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 2nd August, 1919, tn 
Desiccated Cocoanut (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918. but without pre 
judice to any proceedings in respect ) thereof 

22nd August 


of anv contraventi 


THE MEAT (MAXIMUM PRICBS) ORDER, 1917 
Noti 
The Food Controller hereby directs pursuant to Clause 1 (4) of Part I 
of the Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, that the prices mentioned 
in the Schedule hereto shall in Great Britain, on and after the 25th 
August, 1919, until further notice, be the maximum wholesale prices 
for the various cuts of imported meat mentioned the Schedule 


22nd August 


THE CRBHAM ORDER, 1918 

Revocation of General Licence 

The Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 3lst August, 1919, 

the General Licence dated the 12th April, 1919, issued under the above 
Order. 

22nd August 


THE DRIED FRUITS (RESTRICTION 
General Lit 


ORDER, 1919 


Until further notice the provisions of the above Order shall not apply 
to Tunis, Algerian or Egyptian Dates, to Plums grown in France and 
packed in tins or bottles 


23rd August 


LIVE STOCK (SALES) ORDER, 1918 
General Licence 


Notwithstanding the provisions of the above Order as amended, the 
maximum live weight prices for cattle of the first, second and third 
grades shall, where the sale is made in September, 1919, be the price 
specified in Part I. of the existing First Schedale to the Order, together 
with an addition in each case of 4s. per cwt., and the maximum deac 
weight price of Class A cattle shall, where the sale is made in Sep 
tember, 1919, b 3d. per il of the veight of the dresse 
f Is 24d as sj of the iid Schedule 


fied in 


carcase in heu 
23rd August. 


THE REGISTRATION OF DEALERS 
ORDER. 1919 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him bv the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders as follows 
1. Each of the Orders mentioned in ¢ 
is hereby amended by the deletion from t clause of such Order men 
tioned in the second column of the Schedule of the words set out in the 
third column, and by the addition at the end of each su ) clause of the 
following words 


NEW CERTIFICATES 


‘and the Food Controller, or any person authorized by him. may 
grant a certificate of registration to any applicant.”’ ; _ 


2. The Sugar Registration of R tallers) rder, 1917 is hereby amended 
by the addition at the end of Clause 3 } wing words : 

‘and the Food Controller, or any person autl 

grant a certificate of registration to ny applicant.” 


. The Flour and Bread (Registration) Order. 191 is amended, ig 

; a 

hereby amended by the substitution for Clause 7 of the following 
clause : 


in 


7. A Food Committee may. with the 
troller 


iorized by him, may 


nsent of the Food Con- 
1 person a certificate of registration in 
respect of any premises within their district: and unless the Com 


grant to any other 


tration) Order, 1918, hereafter to be printed under the authority of His 
Majesty's Stationery Office shall be printed with the amendments pro- 
vided this Order, and such Orders shall, from the date of this 
Order, be read and take effect as hereby amended 


The Sched ule 


l 2 3 
Title of Order. Clause Words Deleted. 


S.R. & O., The 
No. 1203 
of 1917. 


‘*and who before so serv 
ing was carrying on busi- 
ness as a retail dealer in 
dead meat, or as the 
keeper or occupier of a 
slaughterhouse within the 
area of the Committee.” 


Meat (Control) 
Order, 1917. 


S.R. & O., 
No. 1315 
of 1917. 


‘and who before so serv- 
ing was carrying on busi- 
ness as «a retail dealer in 
margarine within the area 
of the Committee.” 


The Margarine (Regis 
tration of Dealers 
Order, 1917. 


S.R. & O., The Milk (Registra- 
Nos, 24, tion of Dealers) 
161 and Order, 1918. business as a retail dealer 
1306 —s off in milk within the area of 
1918. the Committee.” 


‘‘and who before so serv- 
ing was earrying on a 


S.R. & O., The Potatoes (Con 
No. 1645 solidation) Order 
of 1918 No. 2, 1918. 


‘‘and before so serving 
was carrying on business 
as a retail potato dealer 
within their area.”’ 


S.R. & O., The Potatoes (Scot 
No. 1460 land) Order, 1918. 
of 1918, 
and No. 

254 of 
1919 


‘‘and before so serving 
was carrying on business 
as a retail potato dealer 
within their area. 





25rd August 











mittee shall see good reason to t contrary, they shall, without 
such consent, grant a certificate to every applicant’ . 
during the present war in the Forces of the Crown. and the Food 
Controller or any person authorized by him may ' 


& grant a certificate 
to any applicant 


4. Copies of-the Orders mentioned in the Schedule and of the Sugar 
g 





Registration of Retailers) Order, 1917, and the Flour and Bread (Regis- 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, wW., 2. 





VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PHonm No.: PARK ONK(40 Linzs), TxLuonams: “WHITELEY LON DOK,” 








814 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Sept. 20, 1919 





THE MISDESCRIPTION OF MAXIMUM PRICES ORDER. 1919 sideration the salaries question by a joint council the Law 

igo Ss et ind’ the Federation The negotiations for the formation of a 

the Defence of ene | j il, on the ies of the Whitley Report, have already made 

1 that behial, | enysid le progress, but the legal holidays have caused some delay. 

ilso decided to press forward the organization of districts where 

maximum price ere is not at present a society of law clerks. It was further thought 

ble to appoint at @ convenient opportunity a whole time secretary 

f the Federation. who will devote himself to the work of organization, 

us the growth of the movement in the last few months has been so 

rapid ind succeesfu & lo far exceed the « x pectatior s of the originators 

of the movement, and to practically ensure early improvement in the 
employment of law clerks 


; 


e do nm guest that this is a case of cause and effect,’ 
rominent. detective officer referring to a detective’s statement 
quest that a large number of women had been reported 
t f - or fifty per cent. of the cases the women were 
[It is a fact ywever, that since the war the 
vorted missing has trebled. There are many reasons 
Lut, although so many are stated to have worm 
probably only a proof that clothing is becoming 
It tends to make identification more diffienlt, as 
tlated to the Press are less likely to attract public 
e same time the newspapers are sti | the surest. means 
esIng people ind more than half the cases reported to 
» satisfactorily accounted for eventually in this way.” 
ery district where there are too many houses has been “ dis- 
News ere , t is the High district of Shropshire, within twenty miles 
‘ “s ; gham and Worcester. So many houses are there that one 
4 — t \ ga de} ity, is entirely uninhabited. It contains eighty 
Appointment. yuses, the building of which was finished only twelve months ago, 
the rt ‘ firr ofie r r ever up-to-date convenience. The village, it is stated, was 
nd 1 4 Y nte Justices f +} Hi by ympany nterested in garden suburbs. The houses have from 
the ¢ { Yor] ee ‘te » bedrooms and bathrooms, and the rents are only from 
) he situation is high, and the district is a healthy one. Good 


Legal 


ible for allotments or market gardens. There is even a 


Changes in Partnerships. es Nog es Coal can be had for 1%. G8. a ton ot the pithesd, « 


Dissolution. mile away, a the = f cartage is only 3s. or 4s And vet the 
ans rot wante« 
y Marsuate, Bertram Lewis Biscoop 


tor Hatchett. Jones. Bisgood In a War Office communiqué just issued for publication the name of 


EA Jnulv 1. Such business will | Major W. H. Champness, solicitor, one of His Majesty’s Lieutenants 

1 Arthur Edward Willoughl f the City, member of the Court of Common Council, is mentioned as 
g ving been brought to the notice of the Secretary of State for War 
> ' iluable services rendered in connection with the War. 


(Clazette, Sentember 1 
— r rwin TLaughtin, Chargé d’Affaires of the American Embassy, 
General now idence at Reigate Priory, was summoned at Reigate for 
: Nowin dog to be at large without a muzzle. The head constable 
untry for the purpose of tat . had reported the case to the Board of Agriculture, who pasted 
rapidly Since its format t on Ito the Foreign Office It was suggested that there should be no 
tion of Law Clerk pros n. and th the consent of the Bench, he withdrew the 
runtary effort, a t : Mr. Laughlin appeared to be immune from prosecutions 
Many local societie t “ M Laughlin is immune from civil process under the 
s Mancheste 1 I ) na Privilezes Act. 1708. which extends special privileges to 

nties, Sheffield "ork matic .Ministers and their suite and servante 
- ‘arlisle, while in the s0 ‘ ex police made a bri ntly successful air-raid on a baccarat 
important centres hav e ind of Capri, twenty miles away. <A brigadier and three 
tion to the Na om P eaderaior ; n eroplane towards midnight at a lonely part of 
' i d made their wav to the gaming den unperceived. They 
proprietor 1 velf-stvled Englishman, who calls himself 
e la ty ; ee! < well as his mistress, a beautiful woman, who acted as 
emunerat t ible thet de ‘ wre of cosmopolitan frequenters of the place, who 
ire ma mIewors ¢ vell-know n N Money and gaming materials were also 


' 4 woma was charged at the West Ham Court with insulting 
eaded that she was aggravated because a woman had given 
! 


rease of salaries pending the systematic | her husband . clean shirt and a bit of soap. 








CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL. or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT,” EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY 2: 4/6 percent. is the most complete Poliey ever offered to householes 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers ati Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Prev inm 
LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages’ of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property, settled by Counsel, will te sent on application. 
For Further Information write; 24, MOORGATE ST,, E. C. 2, 
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